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damper, so to say, was put on the latter, which, without forcing on it the 
Semitic aridity (diirre) prevented the evil results of its superabundance of vitality. 
It is a question which admits of no doubt whatever that it was the deeply 
thoughtful spirit of the Germanic people which, in the sixteenth century, saved, 
in the first instance, the Christian, and then the whole world from a destruction 
and stupor (versumpfung) such as classical antiquity had not experienced even in 
its darkest days ; but it is equally a matter which admits of no doubt that the 
principle weapon with which this victory and deliverance was won, was the trans- 
lation of the Bible, by means of which Luther overcame the immorality among 
the people and created a firm foundation for the unfolding of a moral and relig- 
ious life. 

The Jews did not, like the majority of historical nations, step down from the 
stage of life after the destruction of their national life. Notwithstanding the loss 
of the three chief elements of a national existence, a peculiar language, an indi- 
vidual state and one's own inherited fatherland, they have, solely through the 
preservation of their common religion, maintained themselves to the present day 
in a union and connection which, according to the political circumstances under 
which they live scattered over the whole world, varies from the character of a purely 
religious association through that of a family to that of almost a real nationality. 

If this circumstance of their history alone already distinguishes them in a 
peculiar manner from all other nations that have lost their individuality, then this 
difference is made still more marked by the manner in which they, after their dis- 
persion, deported themselves as well in reference to particular surroundings as to 
the developments of history. They have, on the one hand, continued a life, which 
was indeed within a circumscribed scope, but nevertheless worthy of considera- 
tion, a spiritual life resting upon their own traditions. On the other hand, partly 
on the basis of an individual, and partly on the basis of their common traditional 
standpoint, they took part in a greater or less degree, in the historical develop- 
ment of the nations among whom they had made their abode. Although they 
only seldom, and then from an individual standpoint, take active part in the life 
of these nations, they all the more remain a large audience who not only in a pas- 
sive manner — which is indeed most frequently the case — are drawn into co-opera- 
tion, but who sometimes also assume the role of the chorus in a Greek tragedy, 
who pronounce open judgment on the acts and actors from their standpoint. 
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It is greatly to be regretted that the arguments made in support of cherished 
opinions are sometimes so weak and fallacious ; and what is no less to be regret- 
ted is the fact that many of these arguments have been allowed so long to pass 
unchallenged. An instance of the arguments referred to is found in the means 
frequently employed to remove objections to some of the biblical statements as to 
numbers ;— First, of numbers so large as to appear incredible, as in 1 Sam. vi., 
19, where the writer tells us that, for looking into the ark, fifty thousand and 
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three score of the men of Bethshemesh were smitten of God ; whereas, from all 
that is known upon the subject, Bethshemesh must have been a very small town, 
not containing an entire population of one tenth of this number. Some would 
remove the difficulty by putting 5070, as found in the Syriac and Arabic Versions, 
which is a considerable reduction of the number of men destroyed, but is really, 
in viewjof the size of the town, no reduction whatever of the difficulty. Others 
(and it is in reference to these that our paper is designed) would read seventy, 
instead of the large number given in the text. They would support their emen- 
dation by supposing that, while the sacred writer, or some of his transcribers, 
had used the letter J/ for seventy, others of his copyists had committed the error 
of writing j, which was used to designate fifty thousand, which error was, by 
another transcriber, taken into the text and coinbined with the V, thus giving us 
J?j, or 50070. Such is the explanation of Beinke, as represented by Davidson. A 
more recent writer supposes that " the number originally designated was 570 only, 
as the absence of any intermediate denomination between the first two digits 
would seem to indicate " (McClintock and Strong's Cyclopedia, Bethshemesh). This 
effort at removing the difficulty appears to have been founded upon the idea 
advanced by Home, that, " as the Jews anciently appear to have expressed num- 
bers by marks analogous to our common figures, the corruption (and, consequently, 
the seeming contradiction) may be accounted for from the transcribers having 
carelessly added or omitted a single cipher ! 

Secondly, of the discrepancies between the numerical statements of different 
writers of the sacred Word; as in 2 Kings vm., 26, where we are informed that 
Ahaziah was twenty-two years old when he began to reign, while, in 2 Chron. 
xxii., 2, he is represented as being forty-two years old. On this variation Home 
remarks that " the proper reading is a 3, whose numerical power is twenty, being 
put for a ft, whose numerical power is forty." So recent a writer as Dr. Pope, of 
Didsbury College, Manchester, a leading author among the British Wesleyans, 
tells us that " a large number of the contradictory historical statements detected 
by comparing the Chronicles with the Kings, and Ezra and Nehemiah, and the 
genealogical tables one with another, may fairly be thus explained. For instance, 
we read, in one account, that the molten sea contained two thousand baths ; in 
another, it received and held three thousand baths. Now, here we have an 
instance that may stand for many. Either 3 (2000) has been confounded with jj 
(3000), — the more probable solution, — or the words received and held suggest that 
it was capable of containing the larger number." Again, the same writer says, 
"In multitudes of texts, we must accept such errors, steadfastly believing, 
however, that they are thus to be accounted for." 

We would now offer a few remarks upon the above and all like attempts to 
clear up the difficulties in question. First ; In many cases it requires no little 
power of imagination to see how some of the letters, thus said to have been used, 
could possibly have been mistaken for those in whose places they were substituted. 
Between ^ and J there is really less resemblance than between 2000 and 3000, and 
it was a queer eye that mistook y for J. If such substitutions were ever made, 
they must have been designed. 

Secondly; It is very remarkable that no MS. copies of the Bible are referred 
to as actually having these substitutions. Surely, among the large number col- 
lated by Kennicott, De Rossi, Bruns, Pinner, and others, and with all the study 
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subsequently bestowed upon the sacred text, some one MS. might be named as 
having this kind of variance from the textus receptus. Kennicott is quoted by 
Pope as saying, " that the Jewish transcribers did frequently express the Bible 
numbers by single letters is well known to the learned." Davidson tells us that 
Kennicott conjectures, in the matter of Ahaziah's age, "that the mistake was 
owing to one of the Hebrew numeral letters being mistaken for another." But 
why should Kennicott conjecture ? and if such use of the letters was " well known 
to the dearned," why did he not adduce veritable instances of such use ? Who 
was better qualified for this than Kennicott ? 

Thirdly; So far as any knowledge of the subject is concerned, no MS. ever did 
contain letters of the alphabet in the place of numbers fully written. And yet, 
so far as we are aware, no author who has touched upon the matter has made 
such an assertion. Lee has approached the true idea, when he tells us that 
"whether this mode of expressing numbers formerly prevailed in the Hebrew 
MSS. has been a subject of some dispute, and one which it is now impossible to 
determine. That the numbers have been expressed in words written at length, for 
some centuries, there seems to be no doubt ; but whether this was the case in very 
ancient times, it is difficult to say." Formerly prevailed in MSS. being confessed 
to be doubtful would imply that there can be no doubt as to the use of them in 
the MSS. of a later date. But of such fact not one example can be found, or at 
least has never been published to the world, except as regards the numbering of 
the chapters and verses of the Bible. 

Of like import is the statement of Dr. Green: "This use of the letters is 
found in the accessories of the Hebrew text, e. g., in the numeration of the 
chapters and verses, and in the Masoretic notes, but not in the text itself. 
Whether these, or any other signs of number, were ever employed by the original 
writers of Scripture, or by the scribes in copying it, may be a doubtful matter. 
It has been ingeniously conjectured, and with a show of plausibility, that some of 
the discrepancies of numbers in the Old Testament may be accounted for by 
assuming the existence of such a system of symbols, in which errors might more 
easily arise than in the written words" (Grammar, p. 12). Smith, in his Bible 
Dictionary, has a very singular way of putting the matter. He proves the "highly 
probable" use of the letters for numerals, from the internal evidence, that is, from 
the fact that "inconsistencies in numerical statement" are found, and he then 
makes use of these letters in order to reconcile the inconsistencies ! At the same 
time he confesses that " no positive satisfaction " of such use of the letters " can 
be at present established, more especially as there is so little variation in the 
numbers quoted from the Old Testament both in the New and the Apocrypha." 
The greater part of the writers, however, whose works we have consulted, write 
as if there were not the least possible doubt upon the subject. They speak so 
confidently, that, for centuries, their statements have been accepted as settling 
the matter. But the fact is, we have no reason whatever, apart from our desire 
to reconcile contradictions, to believe that numbers were ever expressed by the 
alphabet, or in any other way than the written words, during the biblical period 
of Jewish history. As to the notation by figures analogous to those which are 
now known as the Arabic numerals, as is taught by Home and others, there is 
not the shadow of a foundation for belief. Even to the present day, the Jewish 
mode is by letters ; but these are of post-biblical origin, and are never employed 
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in the biblical text. Among all the changes that have occurred in the sacred text, 
among all the variations of MSS. and Versions, no collator or editor has ever 
mentioned this substitution of letters for the written numbers. 

Fourthly; If the representing of numbers by letters is of an origin subsequent 
to the Captivity, and, so far as we know, this is really the case, it should require 
the most overwhelming evidence to convince us, in the absence of MS. authority 
upon the subject, that the Jews ever introduced numeral letters into their Bibles. 
The rigid laws controlling the transcription of the synagogue rolls made this an 
absolute impossibility, so far as these were concerned ; and, as for private MSS. 
of the Scriptures, the superstitious regard entertained for them would have pre- 
vented the substitution, in these, of the letters for numbers. MSS. which were 
so carefully and superstitiously copied as to hand down through the ages all the 
minutest peculiarities, such as the nun inversurn and the literae rnajusculae and 
rninusculae, could never have admitted so violent an innovation. 

Fifthly; After all, granting everything that is claimed upon the subject, we 
have only a very round-about way of admitting that, in this one regard at least, 
our text is not in the form in which it was originally penned. 

We hope that criticism, as it advances, may yet remove all such difficulties of 
the Word of God ; but let us be honest, as well as zealous, in our efforts. All 
such methods as that above given can only weaken our cause in the estimation of 
those who understand the subject. A few such arguments in support of the 
inspiration of the Bible would be a powerful argument in favor of its mere 
human origin. 



-MSEIJEftfllH-IJOTES.-* 



The time of Abraham's birth. — It is generally believed that he was born 
about 2000 B. C. It is not so easy, however, to determine the interval between his 
birth and the deluge. The Hebrew and Septuagint versions of the Scriptures dif- 
fer with reference to it by many centuries. The discrepancy may perhaps have 
arisen from the custom among ancient Jewish writers of "distributing genealogies 
broadly into divisions, and of compressing them with a view to such division. 
Sometimes we find generations omitted. For example, Laban (Gen. xxix., 5) is 
called the son of Nahor; he was the grandson. Also St. Matthew calls King 
Uzziah the son of Joram, whereas he was the great grandson, the intermediate 
generations having possibly been omitted by reason of their wickedness and rela- 
tionship to JezebeL Ezra omits five generations. St. Luke, on the other hand, 
inserts a generation between Salah and Arphaxad, ancestors of Abraham." 

If the shorter interval be taken, Abraham will have received many of the tra- 
ditions of the old world direct from Shem, or his contemporaries. If the longer 
interval be regarded as the most probable, a later generation will have communi- 
cated them to him. The writer has assumed the latter to have been the fact. As 
the lives of the patriarchs were long, and the power of tradition strong, as 
exemplified in a later age by the poems of Homer, there can be little doubt that 
such leading incidents as the Creation, the Fall, the Deluge and the Promise of a 
Deliverer would be preserved in the world. We believe that God has never yet left 



